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riATlONAL CAPITAL REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 
7013 Interior Building 
Washington , L. C. 


CIRCULAR MEMORANDUM NO* 57 

DEC 5 1955 

TOt Members, Alternates and Staff 

FROM* Paul C» Yiatt, Director 

SUBJECT* Report on the proposal of the Central Intelligence 

Agency to locate a new headquarter » building on the 
Bureau of Public Roads property at Langley, Virginia 


The Executive Co.acsittce has directed bo to prepare a report pre- 
senting tho planning osnsiderati or.a as well as an analysis of tbs 
consultants ? report ra c o aMinui ng the Langley site 0 Since th# proposal 
referred to the Council roconnseiKis only the Langley site, this report 
will be concerned only with that site » 

Tho Executive Comnittee. through the Chair mn, sMmmad a letter 
te each of the sestet? jurisdictions asking far their uomsnfcs as to tbs 
affect ef ttes proposal on their areas <> This roper t will inside the 
statements received in answer to thcao letters with particular ewphasla 
on the report from Fairfax County within whoso ioundarlea tfxj propero^ 
installation would be located 0 

There ~m.a not sufficient tire® or f&alUtlsa to reproduce the 
sstpe end disgrace rtf wrath to in the report* They will be discussed 
during the rooting when the report is presented* \ 
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Background 

The Regional Council first had this matter of a site for a new 
headquarters building for tha Central Intelligence Agency referred to 
it on Jarch 11, 1955# As the Council has participated in a considerable 
number of studies, reports, and actions on this subject in tbs ensuing 
nine months, it is important to review briefly wtet has happened up to 
the present proposal as background for this report® 

The initial referral on March 11, 1955 was e request by tha CIA 
far consideration of a site at Langley, Virginia® The Council appointed 
® three man 00 twit tee to make a report, after conferring with represents** 
tatlves of Fairfax County as required by Public Law 592® The Council staff 
was directed to study the natter and report® hair fax County reported by 
resolution of their planning carnal a si cn on Jarch 21, I955 timt CIA be 
invited to Fairfax County, net spe cifl oally Langley, provided the Federal 
Government pay for the necessary public facilities® The Council staff 
submitted a report on April 1, 1955 setting forth the planning considera- 
tions and raising certain questions as to the economic feasabiUty of the 
proposal® The Council committee submitted a majority report cn April 7, 

1955 approving the Imngley site provided the Federal Coveroasnt would pay 
for the neoeesery public facilities® One member of the committee submitted 
a dissenting statement opposing Langley on planning considerations • 

Before this report was transmitted to the Planning Commie ad cn, in 
accordance with the law, a letter was received from CIA dated April 4, 1955, 
stating that "in view of the many problems developing in connection with the 
use of the Langley property we have decided to enit from the proposed legia- 
lation any language which wouiu provide for the extension of the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway without which we do not believe use of ths Langley 
property would be feasible, 1 ' This letter was read at a Joint Sbetixg of the 
Council and the National Capital Planning Commission an April 7, 1955® A 
Joint Committee was then appointed by tha two bodies charged with recorond- 
ing alternate sites® A Joint staff c await too was assigned to work with 
representatives of the ClA to. study potential sites based on criteria to be 
determined by the commit toe® The Joint staff committee agreed cn pla nnin g 
criteria and agency criteria to be used in analysis potential sites® Bet rings 
were held whereby anyone with a site for consideration was heard, including 
all tbs member Juzl edipt ion s® 30. or more sites were studied with 6 meeting 
ths established arlteria® The Joint Committee approved the staff report 
and submitted the report to the Council and Commis sion on itay 2, 1955® 

The Council and the Commission adopted the criteria aid the sLx sites. 

This aotion will "be discussed later in the report® 
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On Hay 4» 1955 Fairfax County amended their previous action sad 
announced that Cli would be welcome and that the oounty govamei steed 
"ready to cooperate fully in all natters under its am rwnp riel Mil tles i" 
Between that 'My 4» 1955 date and November Q t 1955* itoen the present 
consultants proposal was officially referred to the Cornell by the 
Pla nn i ng Commissi cn a considerable number of report# and a o tlcm a tnrs 
recorded presenting varying viewpoints as to sites and their qcelifisalfteM. 
in earlier memorandum was distributed presenting a chronology of the 
material received by the Council* 

Ooneideraticna - General 

As your staff director 1 consider it ay duty to pre s e n t to yoa the 
p la nn i n g policies now guiding the Counoil end relate the affect of aay 
proposal an that policy* The Council, as a regional planning body, is 
responsible by law to study this proposal as it affects the general plan 
of the National Capital region as well as to confer and report on the 
result such a proposal may have on the local planning policy of the 
affected member Jurisdiction or Jurisdictions * 

The Regional Council is now well along in developing the general 
plan for the region that it is charged by law in adopting* Past plannin g 
policy in the region has established the following planning oonsidsraticne 
relative to this proposal which have bere-to-fore been generally adhered to. 

!• Land wee policy - a trough of medium to low density an both sides 
of the Potomac River above the proposed Little Falls water intake. 

2. Zoning policy - existing and proposed soning supporting the above* 
mentioned land use policy , 

3. Inter Supp ly and sewage treatment polic y - The Council through 
the appointment of the Joint Committee on "later Supply and Sewage 
Disposal" has gone on record of favoring a comprehensive study of 
the region *s water and sewer plans dependent upon the Potomac River 
for supply, thus requiring enumeration of land use policy to protect 
the river and its tributaries from pollution by discharge of sewage 
affluent above the water supply intake. 

4a Potomac River protection policy - The Council has supported the 
policies of the Interstate Commission on the Potomao River Basin 
and other agencies in doing everything possible to minimize the 
pollution of the river and to attain water quality standards allo wing 
maxim um use of the river for recreational activities* 
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5* The co mprehensive planning approach — The Council has adopted 
a work program reco amending a methodical approach to developing a 
general plan for the region based on sound planning concepts* This 
means developing sound projections relating to population, econonlo 
base, land use and zoning to provide for an orderly growth of sash 
part of the region with emphasis on a capital Improvements program 
providing for the provision of needed public facilities In eneie 
with the growth and economic base of the region*. 

Zf the Council is to function as a planning body as set fla r lfa fn 
Public Law 592 it must determine If the above poliaies ere to he fallowed 
and review proposals such as the CIA location in relation to them. 


Planning Consideratio n <- La ngley Proposal 

As X have presented a detailed report to you on this subject an 
April 1, 1955* 1 vd.ll brief the' considerations discussed there. A copy 
of that report is attached as an appendix for detailed review* 

Existing conditions 

Land use and zoning - (refer to regional land use map) ExLstir^ land 
use and zoning practices have adhered to the general plannin g considera- 
tions discussed In this report. The area varies from medium to low 
density with virtually no multifamily or commercial zones* 

Utilities - (refer to regional water and sewer map) Because, of the 
medium to low density development there is minimum water and sewer 
service in the area. The RLmmit Run treatment plant will be under 
construction probably before the year is out with a capacity of 7500 
persons. This is the first atage of an ultimate 15,000 to 20,000 
capacity plant * Much of the area is serviced by septic tank and wells* 
falls Church provides water service in the area* 

Highway and transit - None of the major limited access ihcilitiea (such 
as George Washington Memorial Parkway, Fairfax No* 1 outer belt and Cabin 
John Bridge) are now in existence. Routes 123, 193, and 309 which arc 
narrow and winding new serve the area* Chain Bridge, which is now at 
practical capacity because of limited approach facilities, serves tbs 
area from the District of Columbia side. There are no transit facilities 
now* 

Potomac River protection - The existing low density with a minimum of 
treatment facilities presents no pollution difficulties* 
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Schools and parks - The low density development has allowed these 

facilities to keep pace with the growth pattern. 

Eas5fblfl--affe^^ ccnsideratiqas 

It is important to emphasize in relation to the assumptions made 
in tbis r MStiShf,:" •;/ .} ^ that from a planning viewpoint thb Council 

must look, not ’only at the affect, of the proposed installation hot more 
importantly the private development which will take place as a normal 
result* This private development, with its speculative aspects, will be 
the most difficult to control* Further, it is important to emphasize 
here that the planner should not be so naive as to think that the Langley 
area is gcing to be retained in its present diameter forever. It is 
going to grow consMembly, bit. under caster planning concepts this growth 
would be orderly and gradual based on land use and zoning modification 
over a period of time within which the necessary public facilities can be 
provided tailored to the economic base of the jurisdiction 0 I refer you 
again to the April 1, 1955 report for more detailed ^discussion. ‘ The" ^ 
viewpoint of the Fairfax planning department will also be presented in 
this section. ' 

Population; Growths Land Use and’ Zoning » Thli Effect of the proposed 

agency in relation to population, growth,! lam' use' .arid zoning will be 

dependent' to a large extent upon the 4bilipy ; of the local planrong 


agenoy .am the govarning u body to aid. liable emtrol of land 



difficult if 
it'jWiH ■' 

. v ... teV-bS:;..' 

f ho‘-dxi sting ..pattern 

' be Inevitable . 


IS 
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The CIA installation can be served by eater fro, a Falls Church. 
Present supply cones from the District through Arlington County meins. 
Falls Chur oh has constructed and paid for an independent main, now 
under construction, from the Corps of Engineers at the Little Falls 
station. It Is probable that water expansion can keep pace provided 
the necessary funds are forthcoming. 

Potomac River protection - The acceleration of growth in the tributary 
area would require closer control of sewage treatment policies relating 
to new and existing plants particularly above the Little Falls intake. 
Any material change in land use policy would reflect additional care in 
protecting the river for water supply and recreation. 

Highways, bridges and transit - A more complete discussion of this 
phase will be presented in relation to the recommendation set forth in 
the consultants s report. Existing highway proposals can adequately 
serve this area. However, from the etandpoiht of tine and cost, it is 
evident that most of the long-range projects set for stage completion 
and related to present financing practices would have to be provided 
immediately to serve the proposed installation. This would incluie 
such projects as Virginia Route 123, George Washington Memorial Parkway, 
Cabin John Bridge, Chain Bridge, Glebe Road and possibly others. 

Transit will be non-existent until highway facilities are 
provided. 

Schools. Parks «■ It has been estimated that 5 new elementary schools 
and one high school would be required under existing standards related 
to population growth. Four times the present park area would be needed 
under the requirements of the park standards as related to population 
growth. 

Costs - This matter will be discussed further relating to the consult- 
ants * report. As a planning consideration it is important because any 
acceleration of the financing program will tend to reflect on the 
comprehensive planning approach. Planning is best justified by providing 
an orderly growth tailored to the ability of the jurisdiction to provide 
needed public facilities. In such a proposal as this it is imperative 
to set forth the allocation of costs. Federal, State, and county, to see 
how they are fitted to the ability of each tp pay their share. If one 
jurisdiction has to pay more than their share, then improvements in 
other sectors of the region can be affected. For example , the Virginia 
highway department allocates funds on the pay-as-you-go basis with 
only so much for all the projects in the Northern Virginia area. 
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Fairfax planning viewpoint ~ affect on Lanfrley SSSk 

The following discussion represents conferences with tbs Fairfax 
County planning staff, material from the report submitted by nine members 
of the Fairfax Planning Commission and other county representatives In 
support of the Langley proposal o The County Board has cn three separate 
occasions (Hay 4, 16 and 18) endorced the location of the CIA in the 
county* Two of those motions referred to the Langley site. 

Land use and zoning - The fair fax Planning staff in support of the 
action taken by their planning commission (see appendix) emphasizes 
that in their judgment the land use and zoning policies developing 
a sound, planned growth of the Langley area can bs nn in tains do They 
emphasise that the consultants' Master Plan is in the process of being 
reviewed as to its land use recommendations on a county-wide basis. 

They state that existing growth patterns In the Langley area could 
justify changes in their recommendation whether CIA comes in or not. 

The report of the nine members of the Planning Commission (see 'appendix) 
supports the staff position. This report indicates that the Master Plan 
once approved can be maintained * This report eophasizes the stand taken 
by the new county supervisor representing the Langley area in support of 
maintaining the existing character through proper zoning,, This group 
believes that most of the CIA employees will remain in their present 
communities and not move closer to the site. 

Sewer ani water - The planning staff emphasizes that most of the area 
in the vicinity of Langley is now in the area for which sewer and water 
will be provided. The staff states that the »w Finx&Lt Hun plant will 
be in before the installation, and can be expanded at miniaiw cost. 

The staff further states that the new policy of the State Water Control 
Board should adequately protect the water supply from stream pollution.. 

The report of the Planning Commission members states that the county 
can assure the CIA adequate sewage facilities within a two-year period 
from the proceeds of a 20 million dollar sewer bond issue. They also 
reiterate that the new Falls Church main will provide adequate water 
service to the site. 

Blghwaya - The staff stated that the Virginia Department of Higbwys 
h&s agreed to construct concurrently with the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway, Route 123 fro a Langley corner (junction of Route 193) 
to a connection with the Parkway below the site. Both the staff and 
the members of the Planning Commission state that with the Parkway and 
the improvement to Route 123, tbs site can be served* They mention that 
with the possibility of the outer belt qualifying for 90$ Federal aid 
that facility with the Cabin John Bridge can be expected much sooner. 
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Analysis - Consultants * report 

The Consultants* report along with the proposal to looate the 
CIA headquarters building at Langley, Virginia was referred to the 
Council an November 8, 1955. The Council members received copies of 
this report fcr their study* The Executive Committee directed the 
staff to analyse this report for today's meeting with reference only 
to the Langley recommendation . 

General 


After careful reading of this report relating to the Langley 
proposal, I can state that from a planning standpoint concurrence can 
be stated an two points. First, we all agree that any public buildup 
should have the attractive suitable site the consultants' visualise at 
Langley o Secondly, we are all keenly interested in seeing the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway, Cabin John Bridge and the outer belt 
conetructed as soon as possible a These facilities have been energetically 
supported by the Council. However, to a planning body those facilities 
fit into the realm of project planning and must be viewed in the over-all 
perspective of their relationship to the whole planning picture • 

The remaining data in the report pertaining to Langley can be 
reasonably subjected to further analysis to develop its relationship 
to the Council's planning policies. After careful study there were a 
number of points which were not clearly stated and were difficult to 
follow in analysing their relation to the proposal* The CXA was 
contacted for clarification, and where the data was not classified, 
additional facts were given. Their cooperation was appreciated. 

The following discussion relates to those points in the report 
requiring further analysis. 


Criteria 


The criteria stated in this report represents a serious deviation 
from the policy of the Council. It was stated earlier in this report 
that the Council and the Planning Commission created a Joint Co mmit tee 
to work with the CIA in studying alternate sites. The CIA, ty letter 
on April 4, 1955, had indicated that, becauao of developing problems 
in the Langley area, they were not going to ask for funds for the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway without which Langley would not be 
feasible. The joint staff committee collaborated with representatives 
from the CIA in drawing up acceptable criteria from both the planning 
and agency viewpoint . Using that criteria the 2? sites shown on Map 1 
in the consultants report, except Langley which was not considered because 
it did not meet the established criteria, were analysed with 6 meeting 
the criteria. The Council as well as the Commission adopted this committee 
report with criteria on May 2, l955o The criteria adopted in that report 
was not the criteria listed on page 5 of the consultants' report nor was 
the criteria listed on that page used by the staff committee in relation 
to the 2? sites shown on Map 1 in the report. The Joint Committee and 


Consultants' criteria are as follows 


nos' criteria are as ioxjlows. 
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l 

Factors 

Mandatory 

neslrs ble 

lo Time and distance to key points 
(official) 

10 miles and 20 minutes 
to Zero i&leatone 

7 miles 

15 minutes 

2 0 Area (suitable topography) 

50 acres with 100% usability 

70-100 acres 

3 o Accessibility 



fto Access roads and highways 

bo Public transportation 

To iiandle 3000 passenger 
cars per hour. 

Available potential 

5000 per hr. 
and/or 2 hays. 

4o Utilities: Sewer, water, power 

Available to site boundary 

Existing in- 
sufficient else 

5o Availability of site 

2 years 

Xnuediately 

6o Compatability with existing and 
proposed land use and compre- 
hensive plan 

Beeo waanda tiers of sub- 
committee of NCPC and 

Planning boards 



The central city criteria ia as follows s 


lo Time and distance to key points 20 minutes to Zero 
(official) 2£LLestcne 

Area (suitable topography) 12 acres (for 7-etory 

bldg* height adjusted for 
site area) a 


3o Accessibility 

a . Access rr*id 4 ». and highways 

bo Public transportation 
4o Utilities* Sewer, water, power 
5o Availability of aite 


To handle approx „ 1800 
passenger cars per hr 0 

Existing and adequate 

Existing and adeqrate 

2 years 


6o Compatability with existing and 

prop os ed land use and coiaprs® EjeO?amerKlations of 
hensiva plan subcommittee of JICPC 


10 minutes 


24 acres 


To handle 3000 
cars per hr« 


Innsdiately 
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1* It was determined that the new headquarters of the Agency 
should be vdthln a radius of ten miles and within 20 minutes 
by automobile from the Zero oiliest one in the City of 
Washington* 

2# It mas determined that the si so of the building and the 

number of automobiles to be parked in its immediate vicinity 
would require an area of not lass than 100 acres, 

3o It wae determined that 2,300,000 sq* ft 0 of building floor 
space will be required and that it will be necessary to 
provide space to park approximately 4,000 autonomies and 
adequate means for ingress and agrees for automotive traffic* 

4o It was stressed that the site should lend itself to ease in 
csumying out the security measures that are imperative* 

5o it was emphasised that the new Headquarters should have ease 
of communication by road to the 'White House, to the Pentagon, 
and to the offices of the Depawtmerfc of State* 


As you Can see the criteria in the Consultants* report lists mainly 
that of the agency with no mention of the planning criteria* If the 
consultants * criteria were to be used in analysing the sites reviewed by 
the committee there could conceivably be other sites not reviewed in this 
report which could meet that criteria* This relates to the discussion on 
page 6 relating to consideration of several sites* 

Asag§-M-§U&, 

This section of the report requires careful analysis front the 
planning viewpoint* The report is rather vague and inconclusive in 
discussing the needed highway and bridge facilities particularly as to 
timing, responsibility and cost* At one point the report refers to the 
fact that Chain Bridge must be widened to six lanes as well as immediate 
improvement of Canal Road and Weaver Place, then further seems to 
contradict this by saying that the Parkway will carry the bulk of the 
traffic via Key, Memorial and Constitution bridges* The report recom- 
mends improvement of Route 12.3 to six lanes in the same stretch that the 
Virginia Highway Department indicates it will widen only to four lanes* 

The report discusses an additional southbound drive to the parkway frao 
the site to Chain Bridge There, because of topographic conditions, no 
connection can be made* It is assumed that the report meant to stop 
the southbound drive at the Intersection of the parkway with Route 123 
(refer to highway map). The diagrams presented in the report repre- 
senting vehicular egress present a sound analysis as far as they go. 


Approved For Release 2001/08/31 : CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0 



Approved For Release 2001/08431&CJA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0 


however they do not irriicate what, happens at the convergence or the 
parkway and Route 123 nor the complications of the traffic assigned 
to Chain Bridge. Generally, the report ii fere that traffic will be 
best handled when the oiler loop. Cabin John Bridge, and the Parkway 
on both sides of the river have been completed. 

further discussion of ease of these points are necessary in 
attempting, with available data, to analyse the origin and destination 
of the assigned traffic in relation to reasonable desires. The further 
analysis of tie traffic picture required contacting the District Highway 
Department, the Bureau of Public Hoads and representatives in Fairfax 
to get additional information. CIA was requested, and furnished the 
following additional data relative to traffic assignmeit. 
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m mmimssm amme 


11% .to ntgoaary Co., XL 

440 


12§* H.»., (D.C.) 

5Sfi 



940 

Chain Bridge and Route 123 

24^% (l/.C.) 

980 


5% N.E., (&.C.) 

200 


7% Brine* 0*crgo* Co., ifct. 

260 


*356 Baltimore, XL 

12 


«ljt Anne Arundel Co., XL 

— 4 



1476 

Key, New Constitution or 
Memorial Bridge and Ashing ton 
ifetaorial Parkway 

7% S.E., (i-.C.) 

280 


1J6 S.W., (D.C.) 

ML 



320 

Highway or Memorial Bridge and 
George iVaehington Parkway 

8% Alexandria 

320 


n U% Prince Wiliam Coo 

M 



336 

George ltfashington Memorial Barkway 

10% Arlington Co. 




400 

Glebe Road and George Washington 
fferkway 

5% Arlington Co. 

200 


8% I'&ir&x Co. 

320 


2% Loudoun Co. 

8 



528 

yp f i ^ 

McLean and Route 123 


4000 
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This data is a straight percentage projection of employees to 
cars based on where they live up to a total of 4000, which is the nunibsr 
to be parked on the site* Traffic assignments only include CIA people 
as increased traffic due to private development is not included* 

Conference with the District highway Department determined that this data 
was not sufilcissit to carry out the required origin and destination assign- 
ments ppon which they could reasonably make a rec o aaendati on for the Chain 
Bridge, Canal Road and Weaver /lace improve mante* A further breakdown was 
requested from the agency in order to locate employees by sortes and cub- 
acmes to determine assignments 9 This information, which has always been 
classified, could not be given® 

S»ISJId&88 

The agency traffic data was charted (see diagram) .indi ^ ■ • i*ai- 
assignment by the consultants® The block arrows indicate the desire ilowe* 
The assignment indicates 940 cars for Chain Bridge (11% Montgomery Go* - 
12^% of the 37% in N. V,. Washington), and 400 on Glebe Road bringing 1340 
cars to the Route 123-Glebe Road intersection in addition to the approxi- 
mately 300 care moving in that direction now® The reverse flow in the peak 
hour moves 1600 cars at the present time* Recent highway studies indicate 
that Chain Bridge is beyond its practical capacity at the present time 
because of the restricted approaches* Analysis indicates that in fee 
morning it is possible with some congestion to move the assigned, traffic 
across the bridge to Route 123, thence to the site® However* the evening 
movement is quite another matter* In the morning movement will be by 
right turns at both Weaver Place and Route 123® The 400 cars on Glebe 
Road will still have to make a left turn in front of the Gloving reverse 
fim a In the evening the traffic back across the bridge will be making 
left turns vdtb'the heavier Glebe Road traffic outbound as well as a 
left turn at Weaver Place across the outbound, peak on Canal Road* This 
Chain Bridge problem is considered in some detail because further analysis® 
if data were available, could conceivably cub into the 980 cars (24f% of 
the 37% of N, «, Washington - refer to map) assigned by the constants 
to Key, Constitution and ifemorial bridges, thence back up the parkway® 

This traffic would to a degree, if it were known where ail of it orii; ineied, 
be taken downtoira on existing congested, arteries at least until the parkway 
were completed on the Maryland-District side®. 

Cost s 

Since the report makes no statement as to the cost of the needed' 
facilities, a tabulation is included indicating cost data prepared by 
Federal and State agencies emphasising the need for knowing the timing 
of the various projects as well as who will pay, for them® 


Approved For Release 2001/08/31 : CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0 



Approved For Release 2001/08/31 : CIA-RDP78-04718A002700050009-0 


Virginia, 

Route 123 «* four-lane 

Langley corner to Parkway 
(Virginia Department of Highways 
say they will do this if Parkway 
is built) 

350,000 

Virginia. 

Route 123 “ four— lano 

Parkway to Chairs Bridge 

(No comraitraeri Consultants report 

does not provide for it) 

750,000 


Parkway - Spout Rim to site 
(iioney to be made available if 
ssite is chosen) 

8,500,000 

District of Columbia 

Chain Bridge - four-lanes 
(Do commitment - 6-larse bridge- 
nob considered cm existing 
Superstructure 

1,350,000 

District of Columbia 

Canal Road to Weaver Place - 
Weaver Place to ,\iac Arthur filvd® 
(no commit atsnt ) 

900,000 


Cost data was nob available for the Fhrkway north to Cabin John 
nor for the Cabin John Bridge o IX the bridge were to be a part of thi 
project tbs outer -loop would be needed in Virginia at least to its 
Junction with .Route 7 approximately 5 rails® west* 

There is no mention of transit needs to serve the Bangley site 
in the report o 

Impact . of. Pro posal _wJBi4^3L^SHateZ. 

The report indicates that it Vidll be necessary for very few of 
the a gency employees to relocate as 63 % of them will enter the property 
via the partaay* This is' based on the assignments previo usly discussed 
Convenience of access to the site will be a big factor in determining 
how many of vbeir people will move® The. impact the report refers to 
only includes the CIA employees and does not include those brought into 
the area as a result of the locating of the facility there® 

The report indicates that there will be no detrimental affects 
relating to land use and zoning as the authorities will maintain and 
uphold the toning scheme® Pertirenfc disclaim of these factors was 
sported earlier in the report® 
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Water Supplg-'agL J 1MB. 

The report indicates ttet v^tor and eewar facilities are 
guaranteed to the site by Falls Church and Fairfax County. Again 
there is no reference to needs required by private development as 
a result of the installation. The District Engineer, U. S. Corps 
of Engineers, when contacted for their view® in this rmttar stated 
that he wee inform©! "that tho agency lad assurances froa Fairfax 
County officials that its seraage effluent would be discharged into 
Piiamit Run and that tbs Fairfax County officials in turn had assurances 
froa ths Virginia Water Control Board of necessary cLoaranoeu fro a that 
agency. „her® it is believed that a significant amount of residential 
and co.ussrelal development will grow up around a new installation, we 
consider it necessary that precautions be taksn with respect to this 
type of demUpraswfc equal to those taken with respect to the installation.. 

jn gancrul the report seems to conclude that there will Is© sojs 
inconvenience encountered bi& whan the iraprevanants go in, mMataS 
which have been planned fog* a nrober of years hence, the slto will a® 
readily aocessabl© and a distinct asset to the coaummity. 

Reports 

Th® Chsiraan sent a Jitter to each of the affiaber planning bodies 
request 1% their comments ae to the affect of the proposal <*i tfelr 
jurisdiction o A« these replies will be attached as append!*®®, 1 will, 
present only a short s.uara&ry the general readfcicsi* 

Ffeirfex Count v » A lottos* tosttea Hanning Director stating that the 
PX^Si^S'Eslon by m&n&y mte ted apprer^d the Langley sit®. 

A report was also receive, sdgcsd by nine sas&ers of the Fairfax 
Planning qaaoisaion. This report wee discussed in the body of t&e 
report. 

F alls Church «* The Planning Cows&aoion did not meet before the 
©Bating and therefore took no action. Th© City CcutaoH reiterated 
the city's ability to furnish water to ths Langley site and enclosed 
a resolution approving th© sit®. 

Rippe r lifgitKo wy Plg lEym. QsTB feg&Sft ~ Tiw tho J , 

states “that H op tho point of view of this jvrlsdictA m , 
site is not suitable." This is based on the number of highway 
facilities needed without assurances of thoir constructs cti as well a® 
tlie fooling that tbs facility would bring abovt change ot general 
character Seriously affecting measures to protect the Par tome River. 
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tfoyyXg: and Plannin.: Co.i^silon - 'Em (Jhairaan 
oFthe' Gonitis sion* states that ’‘after reviewing the consultants report, 
it is the considered opinion of this coamission th.t the reasoning 
leading to their favoring the Langley site is faulty and iacoiaplets*'’ 

The letter further emphasises that in view of the great number of 
improves ate needed at Langley » it cannot to com elusive ly provad that 
the ureenbelt site in J arylard can be eliminated* The letter states 
that the Council should give careful scrutiny to the Langley site and 
il It is ultimately reco amended, funds should be included for the 
extension of tiie park-way and the Cabin John bridge » 

Lc udouD Qoupty Plann in g C ornfr e aion «* The Chairiam stated tfet there 
bs neithsr a Commission or Board of Supervisors meeting scheduled 
during ths time given to study this matter and that no official action 
was taken* Ha went on to say that it ms the opinion of the tbcecutiva 
Committee that Loudoun would not be affected too much should tn© agency 
go to Langley because of the distance factor* 

Al erand rifLJ^J^^^ and .Coun^l - A latter from the City 

Onager took exception to the consultants* report in rseomasaai ag 
Langley over the Winkler tract* The letter analyses each section of 
the report i dioatipg that Winkler best meets the criteria « 

Arlington County. Board of Bup ^rvigora and Planning. pepart pgflfc. *= The 
Clerk to ttoF'Sard o /Supervisors states that the County Boards after 
lengthy discussion g ersderand tha CIA site at Langley by a four~te~on® 
vet e» A reporf- of the Planning Department was provided* This popart 
stated that seuer and wter facilities did not protasis any problem te 
tie County* AC ta traffic,, the report indicates 1-hat a certain serious 
conga at ion will, ccc^r if State and Federal highly improvements are not 
tias»d exactly with construction.” Tbs rep ert at&pl&uimd that t teas* 
iaprovetaent* would require 6 Xan®s on ths jsrkssay fs°oa Che. in Bridge, 
f. 'leaning ef ds/bs Komi from L&59 Highway to Chain ]$rldg@, and the 
widening oi’ Roiit© 123 to 6 lathes from Chain Bridge t© the sit©-. The 
report states that if this is not done neighborhood damage oextid occur by 
K *ifc»rt-cuts n ever residential streets# The report also states that 
if. present eon:.ng is maintained there will be no impact on the County 
from the agency* 
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